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REMARKS 

Claims 1 and 3-10 are pending in the present application. Claims 1, 3 and 5 have been 
amended, and claim 2 has been canceled. 

Claim Rejections 

Claims 1-8 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being disclosed by Abadi el 
al. (US 5,3 1 5,657 - hereinafter "Abadi"). Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Abadi et al. and further in view of Clino ef al. (US 5,550,970 - hereinafter 
"Cline"). These rejections are respectfully traversed. 

Comparison between the. Pr^ etit An pllmUn n and Abadi et nl 
Abadi discloses an access control list (ACL) for determining the access rights of 
principals in as distributed system. Generally speaking, the ACL is a data structure that 
associates access rights with sets of named principals. The ACL is list of security access rights 
that applies to an object, an attribute and a resource (Col. 16, line 59-67 and Col. 17, line 1-67). 
The ACL are read, write, delete, etc. Referred to Pig. 8, the ACL is used as an Object. As 
shown, the principal JOHN has read access to the object 60. More, for security reasons, each 
principal or group named in the ACL should be authenticated. An ACL can include a group as 
an entry, the contents of that group in effect become part of fat ACL. For example Fig. 9A, an 
ACL 70 may contain several principal entries 72, as well as the access rights associated with 
those entries 74. The ACL 70 may also contain group entries, such as TEACHER 75. Referred 
to Fig. 9B, TEACHER 75 includes different principal, which are allowed access to the object 
controlled by ACL 70. For example, BOB is allowed only to delete to the object controlled by 

5 KM/sIb 



PAGE 8/1 1 » RCVD AT 412512007 2:46:29 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] • SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/22 » DNIS:2738300 * CSID703 205 8050 * DURATION (mm-SS):01-50 



APR-25-2007 WED 01:40 PH BSKB 



FAX NO. 703 205 8050 



P. 09 



Application No. 10/685,425 

Amendment dated April 25, 2007 Docket No - : 33 '3-1044P 

Reply to Office Action of January 25, 2007 

ACL 70, not for writing. In other words, Abadi is aged t o determine th» m „„ 
authentication, which aut^nticatcs different .. , «■» hv different access rights. Thug, Abadj 
is an early terminal sorwr 

In contrast with Abadi, the present application discloses that the application is applied to 
the network, which includes the server and the client. First, Privilege parameters tabjgs disclosed 
in the application are established to define a weight standard parameter according to the access 
target (such as the file type and the file size), the sending source of the access request command 
(such as user's network ID and IP address of the computer), and the sending time of the access 
request command. Then, the system accepts the access request command from a client. The 
request access command includes the storage target, the sending source of the access request 
command, and the sending time of the access request command. Next, a sorting mecbjb, i s 
used to generate an acc ess privileg e.^ according to the privilege parameter table and the access 
request command. The access privilege list contains a privilege value (the sum of all weight 
parameters obtained by analyzing the access request command), an access name and a system 
resource percentage. The system resource is distributed .finally according to the access privilege 
list. In contrast with Abadi, the application discloses a dyn.micaHv assign* network access 

privies thrown the sHf-dotmed mivne,c t,H, np tft , hp ^ fa 

different from Ahadi . Therefore, the subject matter of the application is different from Abadi. 

Also, it is noted that Abadi is an early terminal server, which fails to mention of the 
function of the sorting mechanism disclosed in the application. Accordingly, we submit that the 
Examiner is incorrect in stating that Abadi teaches this feature. 
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Comparison between jhePresent Ap plication and Qjne 
Clme discloses a method and system for allocating resources, which is allocating 
resources of RAM space. For example, referred to Fig. 3, the three processes (program A, 
program B and program C) would initially each be allocated equal proportions of RAM space. 
That is, proportion field 332, 334, and 336 would each indicate a number 1. Then, the user could 
change those proportion relative values respectively, such as to 9, 3, and 6, by dragging the drag 
handle for each bar until the desired value appears in the proportion field. In comparison with 
016 a PP ,ication ' l^iystenLof Cline is an a.locnf.on applied to fl syst^ resources, which r 
d ifferent from the network arms pWyilege dbejos e d in the apj fetion 

Summary 

As a whole, combining Abadi and Cline does not achieve the features of the application. 
Abadi discloses neither the subject matter of the application, nor the sorting mechanism. Cline 
does not disclose the dynamical distribution proportion of the application. Accordingly, neither 
Abadi nor Cline shows the method of the present application. Moreover, Abadi and Cline did 
not achieve the effect of the application (different access priority is provided according to 
different users by privilege parameters and the sorting results, such that the system resource can 
be efficiently allocated). 

Conclusion 

Favorable reconsideration and an early Notice of Allowance are earnestly solicited. 
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Because the additional prior art cited by the Examiner has been included merely to show 
the state of the prior art and has not been utilized to reject the claims, no further comments 
concerning these documents are considered necessary at tins time. 

Should there be any outstanding matters that need to be resolved in the present 
application, the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact the undersigned, at the telephone 
number below, to conduct an interview in an effort to expedite prosecution in connection with 
the present application. 

If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in tins, concurrent, and future replies, 
to charge payment or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 for any additional 
fees required under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.16 or 1.17; particularly, extension of time fees. 
Dated: April 25, 2007 Respectfully submitted, 

Joe McKinney Muncy 
Registration No.: 32,334 
BIRCH, STEWART, KOLAS CH 
8110 Gatehouse Road 
Suite 100 East 
P.O. Box 747 

Falls Church, Virginia 22040-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
Attorney for Applicant 




& BIRCH, LLP 
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